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STAT

f CONDITIONS IN sou'm vm'mm -
Mr. MORSE, 'Mr.” President, I’ Ak
L unanimous consent to have printed in
SER 0 the CoNorssIONAL Rrcomo, st the con~
o clusion of my remarks, two articles on
- American policy in South Vietnam. The-
_first: {8 an article entitled ""War Againsi
Reds Dominsted -News,” written by
Homer Bigart and publ!ahed in the New, .
York Times of August 22, 1963; the see-’
ond is an article antltled "The Swamps
of Saigon,” written by Robert Karr. -
MeCabe, Newsweck's correspondent in.
Southeast “Asia, which appeared in the\
New Leader of August 19,
The PRESIDING OFFICER. wu;hout
objection, it is so ordered. - ]
(See exhilbit 1.) )
Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, these m-
ticles tell a very sad story of American
foreign pollcy, It is a policy that has,
talled, and has cost us billlons of dollaxs™
in the meantime, and the loss of preclous .
American lives, The sooner the United *
Btates ceases its support of the Diem
. Government, the better off we shall be.
Newspaper accounts coming from thatl
area in recent hours indicate that therg
have been some chanhges in the Govern- -
ment in South Vietniam, but the accounts -
of such changes are not very reassuring. . -
It appears that the changes conslst of -
changing from the dictatorship of D!em )
to a dictatorship of the military. : A
. We keep Diem afloat with huge sums ~ -~ &
of foreign aid: and although that ald s
touted as a means of containing com-'
raunism without use of American forces,
we are using Amerlean forces, too, in
South Vietnam. Diem, is ot responsi~
bility, and the world knows it. X we
were to cut the siring, he .would aink.
8o long as we do not, we mysh accept’ all
the opprobrium that goes with his nox-i
ious reginte. He is our respisibllity be
cause we assumed 1t Wi peumed it
wrongfully. In my judgmelytithe xmst--
tlon that we should have tags, 1from-the
very beginning was that w p_md o~
operate with other free nat 1 in the :.
defense of freedom in South’ Mjetnam,” .
but that we would not assuuit H re- -
sponsibility for the probecthm {f frees
dom In South Vietham, PR A
Time and time agaln on ﬂm 001 of
the Senate I have ralsed .the Ak
and I ralse it again, end I' ¢ ull [\
to ralse it until our policy b1 SounV
nam is changed: Whers e tHy
freo nations in respect tajbpipd
protection of freedom in B:hir.h vi ‘,
Why is 1t Ameriea's re'-spot nlity :;
Where are Australia, v
and Canade? Where Sut ?‘\ur

Franoce or West Gcmmmi \*m
the rest of our allcged allb
The Americah people al
a full exposure of all the | )
our present and past rehy ;IQQ- ;
Diem. . .
I have opposcd unimtrn} B i::‘.
venblou in 8outh Vietnam Y
ng, I have insisted thy wshold ¢
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nations of the world wrr Jv—an

S

they were not—to heir a4 | ' Viet- -
nam, with thelr finan. 2 § . thelr
blood. I have always vrre[} e slay

At af Seanth Vieknam If b h means




